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Claims 
6. □ Claims 


. are withdrawn from consideration. 

have been cancelled. 

are allowed. 

are^rejected. 

are objected to. 


. are subject' to restriction or election requirement. 


This application has been filed with informal drawings under 37 C.F.R. .1.85 which are acceptable for examination purposes. 

Hormal drawings are required in response to this Office action. 

9. ED The corrected or substitute drawings have been received on ; - Under 37 C.F.R. 1.84 these drawings^ 

are Q acceptable; ,D *not.acceptable (see explanation or Notices. Patent Drawing -PTO-948). - - \ 

Theproposed additional or substitute sheets) of drawings, fifed on ICri- .has^have)^been zJO approved b* the * r ^ 

examiner; C3 disapproved by the examiner (see explanation), ~ ^ - . - * _ 

11. □ The proposed drawing correction, filed : » - • : has been □« approved; □ disapproved (see explanation). 

12. n Acknowledgement is made of. the claim for priority under U.S.C. 119. The certified copy has □ been received □ not been received 


'- □ been filed in parent application, serial no. 


; filed on 


13. □ Since this application apppears to be in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935-C.D. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 213. 
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1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. § 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 


2. Claims 1 , 6-9, 1 3-1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
Fodale. 

Fodale discloses a call processing system with a means for receiving a long distance call 
\o which a network call denial feature is applicable and for allowing the extension of the call if the 
lassociated billing number, which is often the calling number, does not have a delinquent status 
land a means for receiving a long distance call to which the network call denial feature does not 
apply such as an "800" service call (col. 6, line 57 - col. 9, line 2). Relative to claim 1 6, no weight 
,has been given to the intended use limitation of "to prevent duplicate use". 


^3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 1 03 which forms the basis for all obviousness 
'rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought 
to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have 
been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies as prior art only under 
subsection (f) or (g) of section 1 02 of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention were, at the time the invention 
was made, owned by the same person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the 
same person. 


4, . Claim 1 0 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03 as being unpatentable over Fodale in 
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combination with the teachings of WO 87/00375 ('375). 

The Fodale reference differs from claim 1 0 in that it does not provide for the means for 
selecting interface questions and record means. As taught by the '375 reference, it is well known 
to prompt callers with interface questions and to record their responses such that a call which is 
allowed extension by the Fodale system to a '375 facility would meet the subject matter of claim 
10. 

=5. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03 as being unpatentable over Scanlon. 

Scanlon discloses a lottery system which can randomly select a lottery entry number and 
=query the caller whether he wants a duplication check performed. If so, a test is made to 
idetermine whether the lottery entry has been previously selected by searching the centralized 
lottery databse (col. 4, lines 21-64, col. 5, lines 1 8-33). Although Scanlon discloses selecting 
Hottery numbers and not questions, the system functions in the same manner as that required by 
jclaim 1 1 such that it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill to substitute the lottery 
^numbers with game questions for a different use of the system. 

6. Claims 2-5 and 1 2 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Stella Woo whose telephone number is (703) 308-2977. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0962. 


Serial No. 07/425,779 
Art Unit 261 


-4- 



ART UNIT 261 


